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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Hibiscus syriacus L., is a valuable ornamental and medicinal plant adapted to temperate regions. The present study is important in context of Uttarakhand, as there is limited availability of quality planting material and fluctuating climate which is a constrain in nursery production. Hence optimizing rooting media and IBA concentrations will significantly enhance rooting success. This study will definitely provide scientific insights into the suitable media and hormone composition for achieving high rooting percentage, shoot vigor, and survival rate under local temperate conditions. The findings will aid nurseries, landscapers, and conservation programs in adopting cost-effective and region-specific propagation protocols for H. syriacus, thereby promoting its sustainable cultivation and genetic conservation in northern India.
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	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Abstract is very well written. While describing the results, if author can add the second-best treatment along with the best treatment, would be good.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The study is very well composed and executed. The results are also very well explained. Some minor revisions may be carried out
In Introduction, some paragraph does not have references, so may be added

Introduction can be shortened on the information regarding potting mixture, if author wants to.
Results and Discussion: Sub headings can be used for explain different observations

Latest references need to be added for supporting the discussion part.
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Wilkinson et al., 2014
Avu and Singh, 2021- Year is different in Bibliography

Bhupathireddy, B., Saxena, D., Sharma, M., Rao, V. N. &  Kaur, R. (2022)- Not mentioned in the text

Rawat et al., check year in bibliography, last reference
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	The manuscript is well conceived and well written and can be accepted for publication with minor revisions, which author need to do.

Maintain uniformity

Add references wherever required

Add few latest references to support discussion  
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